1. Introduction: Based on a Visual Analogue Scale (VAS) based analysis, following Gould et al. (2001) , Maki et al. (2009) show that the genitive subject in Modern Japanese (Japanese, hereafter) may co-occur with stative predicates, but may not co-occur with eventive predicates. They used the intransitive verbs of the intransitive/transitive alternation verbs and adjectives as stative predicates, and unergative verbs as eventive predicates, as shown in (1a-c).
( They found a statistically significant difference between nominative case and genitive case at the level of eventive verb, not stative verb, and concluded that the genitive subject may not co-occur with eventive predicates.
However, in their study, they used relative clauses whose heads are arguments for stative predicates (neko 'cat' and mise 'restaurant'), but relative clauses whose heads are adjuncts for eventive predicates (riyuu 'reason'). Therefore, it might be the case that this difference might have affected their analysis. The purpose of this study is to reexamine where the nominative/genitive alternation genuinely takes place in Japanese excluding this inadequacy, and using as test sentences relative clauses whose heads are arguments for both stative and eventive predicates.
This Study:
We conducted a grammaticality judgment test with 40 native speakers of Japanese. In the judgment test, we used the Visual Analog Scaling (VAS) evaluation method, and used the scale (100 mm long) in (2).
(2) How would you judge the naturalness of the sentence? Place a vertical mark [|] The standard analysis of the data is shown in (4), and visually represented in Figure 1 . (4 We conducted a repeated measure of 2x5 ANOVA, and found a statistically significant difference among the five levels within factor predicate type (F(4, 36)=20.30, p<.001) , and found a statistically significant difference between the two levels within factor case type (F(1, 39) =19.32, p<.001) . We also found an interaction between predicate type and case type (F(4, 36)=8.45, p<.001) . We then conducted a multiple comparison (Bonferroni) on the data, and found no statistically significant difference between nominative case and genitive case only with respect to adjective predicates (F(1, 39)=2.63, p<.11) .
Discussion:
The analysis shows that only when the predicate is an adjective is there no difference between nominative and genitive, which indicates that this is the place where the nominative/genitive alternation genuinely takes place in Japanese. It also shows, contrary to our prediction, that the progressive forms of unergative verbs behave exactly like the present forms of the same verbs, which indicates that they are not stative in nature or not as stative as adjectives. Let us now consider what this result suggests for the theory of (Japanese) syntax. We claim that the genitive subject is only allowed when it is in a low position in the structure based on Baker's (1988: 46) Uniformity of Theta-Assignment Hypothesis (UTAH), which states that the identical thematic relationships between predicates and their arguments are syntactically represented by identical structural relationships between those items at the level of D-structure. Since the subject of an adjective cannot be agentive, it must be generated in a lower position than the one filled by a true agentive subject, which should be vP SPEC. The position of the well-formed genitive subject then should be within VP, which indicates that it is closer to the predicate than an agentive subject. The interesting question immediately arises as to what the true mechanism of genitive subject licensing is. The present research at least suggests that it should involve more than licensing by D or by the attributive form of the predicate. 
